IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

F041600 People v. Luna
Counsel having failed to request oral argument in accordance with
the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel and the cause is submitted
for decision.

F041600 People v. Luna
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F042889 In re S.G., a Minor
Oral argument having been waived in the above-entitled case in
accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the case
is submitted for decision.

F042889 In re S. G., a Minor
The order denying appellant reunification services is affirmed.
Vartabedian, Acting P.J.

We concur: Levy, J.; Cornell, J.
[CERTIFIED FOR PUBLICATION]

F042558 People v. Peyton
Counsel having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

F042558 People v. Peyton
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F042092 People v. Xiong
Counsel having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.
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IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE
Fifth Appellate District

F042092 People v. Xiong
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F039990 Murphy v. Fremont Investment & Loan
Counsel having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.

F039990 Murphy v. Fremont Investment & Loan
The judgment is reversed. The matter is remanded with
instructions to permit appellant an opportunity to file an amended
complaint, including a count for violation of the Act based on
discrimination against prison inmates in access to deposit account
services. Appellant is awarded his costs, if any, on appeal.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
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